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army which had often protested with all sincerity against
government by a single person, and especially against the return
of Charles Stuart, should eventually acquiesce in the triumph
of a cause they had so often defeated, was mainly due to George
Monck.
But, if he must be given most of the credit for the peaceful
restoration, he must also bear much of the responsibility for an
unconditional restoration. He was a stern disciplinarian, and
proved himself, after Cromwell's death, the only general able
to control the soldiers committed to his charge. In his contest
with Disbrowe, Fleetwood, and Lambert he could count on the
unquestioning obedience of the rank and file, while they could
not. This advantage, though it might have sufficed to enable
him to defeat these officers in the field, would not by itself have
sufficed to secure a bloodless restoration. To bring that about
he mainly relied on the force of public opinion. He realized
clearly that, if he could secure time for this to influence the
common soldier, an army like Lambert's, which was acting in
direct opposition to the general will, would slowly disintegrate.
On the whole he did little more than allow public opinion full
vent, occasionally holding it in check, occasionally giving it new
direction. He saw so plainly that the mass of Englishmen were
bent upon Charles's return that he cut short the attempt of the
presbyterian leaders in parliament to impose conditions. It
may be that, with experience of the futility of paper constitu-
tions and of every kind of oath—to be faithful to the covenant,
the 'negative oath', the English 'engagement9, and what not—
he had no faith in any promises to observe the constitution
that might have been extorted from Charles II. It is more
likely that he was aware that the coincidence that parliament
took the steps immediately antecedent to the king's return, and
that the king, on his part, had been careful to make the various
provisions of the Declaration of Breda subject to parliamentary
approval, ensured the future of parliamentary government in
England. Be this as it may, it is certain that the enhanced
prestige and increased authority that parliament enjoyed after
the puritan revolution were far stronger guarantees of constitu-
tional government in England than any paper constitution that
could have been evolved amid the threatening chaos of the
spring of 1660.

